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1 . Claims 1 -1 53 are presented for examination. 

2. Claims 87, 96, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 251 as being an improper recapture of 
broadened claimed subject matter surrendered in the application for the patent upon which the 
present reissue is based. See Hester Industries, Inc. v. Stein, Inc., 142 F.3d 1472, 46 USPQ2d 
1641 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Clement, 131 F.3d 1464, 45 USPQ2d 1161 (Fed. Cir. 1997); Ball 
Corp. v. United States, 729 F.2d 1429, 1436, 221 USPQ 289, 295 (Fed. Cir. 1984). A 
broadening aspect is present in the reissue which was not present in the application for patent. 
The record of the application for the patent shows that the broadening aspect (in the reissue) 
relates to subject matter that applicant previously surrendered during the prosecution of the 
application. Accordingly, the narrow scope of the claims in the patent was not an error within 
the meaning of 35 U.S.C. 251, and the broader scope surrendered in the application for the patent 
cannot be recaptured by the filing of the present reissue application. 

3. As to claims 87, claim 87 is directed to the broadening aspect of the storage 
means for storing the control program which the peripheral apparatus uses to control 
the peripheral apparatus and the transfer means for transfer the control program 
received in response the transfer request thorough the channel, secured by eh 
securing means (see patented claim 1 , see also the unamended original scope of 
claim 1) 



4. The omitted features are 
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a) reception means for receiving a transfer request from the information apparatus 
requesting that he control program stored in the storage means be transferred to the 
information apparatus through the network (claim 1 , lines 9-1 1 ); 

b) secure means for securing a channel to the information processing apparatus 
through network on the basis of the transfer request (see claim 1 secure means); 

c) the secure means secured by the secure means on the network, the transfer 
request received by the reception means , the use of control program to generate 
control data for controlling the peripheral apparatus ( see claim 1 transfer means). 

5. Similarly, the newly added feature inquiry means for making an inquiry at the 
predetermined timing about whether or not the device driver was to be transferred of newly 
presented claim 87 is not related to the prior art rejection and not related to the subject matter 
surrendered in the original application. Therefore, impermissible recapture of the subject matter 
exist. 

6. As to claims 96 (see also claim 105) , claim 96 is directed to the broadening 
aspect of the storage in memory a control program which the peripheral apparatus 
uses to control the peripheral apparatus and the transfer means for transfer the 
control program received in response the transfer request thorough the channel, 
secured by eh securing means (see patented claim 35, see original scope of claims 
41,45) 



7. The omitted features are 
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a) the receiving of a transfer request from the information apparatus requesting that 
he control program stored in the storage means be transferred to the information 
apparatus through the network (see patented claim 35, lines 7-10); 

b) the securing of a channel to the information processing apparatus through network 
on the basis of the transfer request (see claim 35, the step of securing a channel); 

c) the channel secured by the securing step on the network, the transfer request 
received by the receiving step , the use of control program to generate control data for 
controlling the peripheral apparatus ( see claim 35 transferring the control program). 

8. Similarly, the newly added feature of making an inquiry at the predetermined timing 
about whether or not the device driver was to be transferred of newly presented claim 96 (see 
also claim 105, the memory medium storing computer readable code in preamble) is not related 
to the prior art rejection and not related to the subject matter surrendered in the original 
application. Therefore, impermissible recapture of the subject matter exist. 

9. As to claim 126,130, 134, claims 126, 130,134 are directed to the broadening 
feature of the guide means for designating priorities between unique information of the 
plurality of peripheral apparatuses and selection on the basis of the guide means (see 
patented claim 72, claim 72 included limitations of claim 71 , see also claim 80, claim 80 
included limitations of claim 79 ). 

10. The omitted features are : 
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a) the selection means for selecting open of plurality of apparatuses which is top print 
data on the basis of unique information (see claims 71 and 79); 

b) the generation of data to be printed by one of peripheral apparatuses selected by 
the selection means (claims 71, 79). 

1 1 . Similarly, the newly added feature display control means for controlling the display 
device to display a GUI of newly presented claim 126 (see also claim 130, see also claim 
134 , the memory medium for storing the computer executable code) is not related to the prior 
art rejection and not related to the subject matter surrendered in the original application. 
Therefore, impermissible recapture of the subject matter exist. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

12. Claims 87,91-96, 100-105, 109-113 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) and 
(b) as being anticipated by Montejo etal. (5,161,222) . 



13. As to claim 87,96, 105, Montejo disclosed a system including at least 
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a) storage means for storing device driver for peripheral device (see the data disk for 
storing device drivers in col. 7, lines 9-17, see also the driver library in col.7, lines 49- 
58); 

b) inquiry means for making inquiry at a predetermined time on network (e.g. see the 
LAN in fig. 3 [42] , see also the request in col.7, lines 9-41, see col. 8, lines 20-33, col.9, 
lines 10-22, see also gif.5 for loading a driver ) whether or not the driver was to be 
transferred from the storage to the external apparatus ; 

c) transfer means for transferring the device driver from eh storage thought he 
network to the external apparatus if a reply was received (see the answer from the 
sensor in col.7, lines 23-30, the loading of a driver in col. 10, lines 5-18, col.11, lines 10- 
33). 

14. AS to claim 91 ,100, 109, Montejo also included print control for receive print 
data (see the printer control in col.9, lines 10-22). 

15. As to claim 92,101, 110, Montejo also secured the channel (see the selection 
of serial port in col. 18, lines 44-53). 

16. As to claim 93,102, 111, Montejo also included communication session beg fore 
the securing the channel (see the keyboard interaction in col. 16, lines 23-40). 

17. As to claim 94,103, 112, Montejo also transfer plurality of drivers with the 
network (see the transfer of the drivers in the LAN in col. 6, lines 64-68, col.7, lines 1- 
41). 

18. As to claim 95, 104, 113, Montejo also included the predetermined timing ( see 
the timing in col.25, lines 14-34). 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

19. Claims 88,97, 106 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Montejo etal. (5,161,222) in view of Kashiwagi (5,301,262) . 

20. As to claim 88, 97, 106, Montejo did not specifically showed the digital copier 
as claimed. However, Kashiwagi disclosed a digital copier (see col.2, lines 35-41). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use Kashiwagi in Montejo 
for including the digital copier as claimed because the use of Kashiwagi could provide 
Montejo the ability to adapt to different type of digital copier, and because one of 
ordinary skill in the art should be able to recognize digital copier could be applicable 
into the system based on the interface connection of Montejo for the peripheral 
devices , such as the printers, in order to enhance the processing structure of the 
system, and therefore, provided a motivation. 

21. Claim 89, 90, 98,99, 107,108, 114 , 115,118, 119,122,123 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Montejo in view of Hirasawa 
(5,341,363). 

22. As to claims 89,90,98,99, 107,108, 122,123, Montejo did not specifically show 
the IP address and the MAC as claimed. However, Hirasawa disclosed IP address 
and MAC (see col.1, lines 21-29). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
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the art to use Hirasawa in Montejo for including the IP address and MAC as claimed 
because the use of Hirasawa could provide Montejo the ability to accept specific 
format of address at the network, and thereby increasing the connection adaptability 
of the system, and it could be readily achieved by predefining IP and MAC address of 
Hirasawa with modified format (e.g. the address bit length and type) into the 
configuration file of Montejo so that eh IP address and the MAC address of Hirasawa 
could be recognized by Montejo in order to enhance the adaptability of the system in 
Montejo, and in doing so, provided motivation. 
23. As to claims 114,115, 118,119, Montejo disclosed at least : 

a) detection means for detecting information about an inquiry (request) made by 
peripheral apparatus through network (e.g. see the LAN in fig. 3 [42] , see also the 
request in col.7, lines 9-41, see col. 8, lines 20-33, col. 9, lines 10-22, see also gif.5 for 
loading a driver); 

b) transmission means for transmitting information to the apparatus so as to secure a 
communication channel (see the selection of serial port in col. 18, lines 44-53) if the 
information detected (see the output information for loading the driver in see also the 
request in col.7, lines 9-41, see col.8, lines 20-33, col. 9, lines 10-22, see also gif.5 for 
loading a driver); 

c) control means for receiving a device driver for peripheral apparatus and placing the 
device driver under control of an operating system (see the operating system in col. 6, 
lines 59-63, the loading of a driver in col. 10, lines 5-18, col.11, lines 10-33). 
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24. Montejo did not specifically show his information was IP address and the MAC 
as claimed. However, Hirasawa disclosed IP address and MAC (see col.1, lines 21-29). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use Hirasawa in 
Montejo for including the IP address and MAC as claimed because the use of 
Hirasawa could provide Montejo the ability to accept specific format of address at 
the network, and thereby increasing the connection adaptability of the system, and it 
could be readily achieved by predefining IP and MAC address of Hirasawa with 
modified format (e.g. the address bit length and type) into the configuration file of 
Montejo so that eh IP address and the MAC address of Hirasawa could be recognized 
by Montejo in order to enhance the adaptability of the system in Montejo, and in doing 
so, provided a motivation. 

25. Claims 116 , 117, 120 , 121, 124, 125 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Montejo in view of Hirasawa (5,341,363) as applied to claim 
114,118 above, and further in view of Kou (5,355,490). 

26. As to claims 116,120,124, neither Montejo nor Hirasawa taught the GUI 
display as claimed . However, Kou disclosed a system including a window 
environment graphical user interface (see col.2, lines 6-14). It would have been 
oblivious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use Kou in Montejo for including the GUI as 
claimed because the use of Kou could provide Montejo the capability to control the 
requested information in graphical option, thereby increasing the interface capability of 
the system, and it could be done by configuring the graphical user interface of Kou into 
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Montejo with specific graphical objects recognizable by Montejo to achieved he flexible 
user interface, and therefore, provided a motivation. 

27. As to claims 117, 121, 125, with discussions set forth above, Montejo should 
also be able to select one of the plurality of peripheral devices in GUI because 
Montejo also taught the selection of s[specific serial port (see the selection of serial 
port in col. 18, lines 44-53). 

28. Claims 126-129,130-137 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Farrand et al. (5,559,958) in view of Shitby (3,988,719). 

29. As to claims 126,130, 134, Farrand disclosed a system including at least: 

a) reception means for receiving from each peripheral apparatus information unique to 
peripheral processing apparatus in a network (see col. 7, lines 21-63); 

b) displaying means to display GUI window (see fig.) for integrated information on 
plurality of peripheral processing apparatuses based on the received information (see 
figs. 10-1 5); 

c) designating means for designate g selection of the plurality of items (see driver 
objects) included in each peripheral apparatus (see the selection of the driver in 

col. 205, lines 25-50, see also selection of logical and physical drive in col.202, lines 5- 
63, see also the drivers in fig.7B-1 ). 

30. Farrand did not specifically show the optimization of the order of the peripheral 
devices based on the priority are displayed. However, Shitby disclosed an effective 
selection of the priorities between the peripheral machines ( see the effective 
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selection of the peripheral machines in col.2, lines 3-12). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art o use Shitby in Farrand for including optimized order 
based the priorities as claimed because the use of Shitby could provide Farrand the 
ability to display the peripheral apparatus information on Farrand's display in a 
predefined sequence, and therefore, increasing the effective use of the peripheral 
devices based on a given selection. 

31. As to claims 127,131, 135, Farrand also included : 

a) memory means for storing a plurality of device drivers(see the driver objects in 
col. 205, lines 25-50, see disk drive array for background of memory storage in col. 9, 
lines 14-30, see also the drivers in fig.7B-1 ); 

b) selection means for selecting one of the peripheral (see the selection of the driver in 
col.205, lines 25-50, see also selection of logical and physical drive in col. 202, lines 5- 
63, see also the drivers in fig.7B-1 ); 

c) generating means for generating print data using the device driver stored in the 
memory selected by selected means (see col. 7, lines 24-34, see also printed report in 
col. 196, lines 38-56 ). 

32. As to claims 128, 132, 136, Farrand also included wait time (see the wait time in 
col.201, lines 46-57). 

33. As to claims 129, 133,137, Farrand also included a plurality of GUI windows 
(see figs.10-15). 
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34. Claims 138-153 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nakahara et al. (5,172,244) in view of Sakata (4,905,098). 



35. As to claims 138,141, 142, 144,145,146, 149,150,152, the language "higher 
class apparatus " is read as apparatus in different order or with different assigned 
number. Nakahara disclosed at least : 

a) a print update means for updating for each process a print count value indicating 
number of print (see fig.8B S20 SET NUMBER, see col.6, lines 9-39); 

b) a trouble update means for updating for each print trouble (trouble indication in 
col.3, lines 55-64); 

c) transmission means (see fig.8B [s32,s31] for transmitting trouble data (e.g. print 
mode such as plotter number ps, number of copies) until the print count reaches a 
predetermined value (s25) to a predetermined one of at least higher class apparatus 
[px] (see fig.8A s10 for higher apparatus in order px+1 , see the transmission of mode 
data into the selected plotter ps in fig.8B, see col.6, lines 40-66, col.7,m lines 1-27); 

d) reception means for receiving trouble data (see the flag indicating jam in col.6, lines 
55-66); 

e) displaying control means for comparison between the print count (see col.3, lines 55- 
64). 



36. Nakahara did not specifically show his trouble data (see col.3, lines 60-65) 
included a number of troubles as claimed. Nakahara showed the pint count and 
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updated count (see the set number and count number in col. 3, lines 56-64, col. 6, lines 
9-39). However, Sakata disclosed a system including a trouble count (see the jam 
counter in col.1 1, lines 18-34). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to use Sakata in Nakahara for including the number of troubles as claimed because 
the use of Sakata could provide Nakahara the ability to process the number of prints 
based on an additional condition in order to track the number of prints with the 
number of the troubled copies, such as the jammed paper, thereby increasing the 
processing adaptability of Nakahara , and it could be readily achieved by predefining 
the jam counter of Sakata with modified counter parameter (e.g. the counter port ) into 
Nakahara so the jam counter could be recognized by Nakahara to achieve the 
enhanced adaptability. 

37. As to claims 139, 143, 147, Nakahara also initialized his print count (see fig.8B). 

38. As to claim 148, Nakahara also included unique information (see the plotter 
number ps). 

39. As to claims 151, 153, Nakahara also included a selecting means for selecting 
one of the apparatuses (see the automatic selection of idle plotter in col. 6, lines 50-68, 
col.7, lines 1-21). 

40. Clams 1-86 are allowable over the art of record (see previous actions on record). 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed to Dan Pan whose telephone number is 703 305 9696, or 
the new number 571 272 4172. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 
8:30 AM to 4:00 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chan, can be reached on 703 305 9712, or the new number 571 272 4162. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703 306 5404. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the^Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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